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DETAILED ACTION 

CLAIMS PRESENTED 

Claims 1-22 are presented. 



CLAIM REJECTIONS 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
DRM (http://www.reed-electronics.com/semiconductor/article/CA231640). 

Regarding claim 1, DRM teaches "A computerized method for authenticating a 
diagnostic code, the method comprising: 

receiving a diagnostic code for a component of a computer system (section 
"Defining E-Diagnostics and DRM", i.e., e-diagnostics, ... via network); and 

generating an authentication ... associated with the diagnostic code (section 
"DRM enterprise server", subsection "authentication", i.e., the user privilege is 
associated with the authentication for authorization, thereby the e-diagnostic is 
associated with the authorization)." 
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These passages of DRM do not explicitly mention "code" in the sense of the 

claim. 

Nevertheless, it was well known in the art to have a "code" for the motivation of 
having a physical software program for actuating the authentication algorithm (the 
algorithm used in the code). 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the claimed invention to modify DRM for the motivation noted in the previous 
paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 2 (authentication code using date value, etc.), such particular 
features are well known in the art for the purpose of security and for the purpose of 
keeping track of data. 

Regarding claim 3 (authentication code using serial number, etc.), such particular 
features are well known in the art for the purpose of security and for the purpose of 
keeping track of data. Regarding claims 4-8, such particular features are well known in 
the art for the purpose of security. 

Regarding claim 9, DRM teaches "A computerized system for authenticating a 
diagnostic code, the system comprising: 

a diagnostic module operable to perform a diagnostic on a component of a 
computer system and to produce a diagnostic code(section "Defining E-Diagnostics and 
DRM", i.e., e-diagnostics, ... via network); and 

an authentication code generation module operable to generate an 
authentication ... associated with the diagnostic code (section "DRM enterprise server", 
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subsection "authentication", i.e., the user privilege is associated with the authentication 
for authorization, thereby the e-diagnostic is associated with the authorization)." 
These passages of DRM do not explicitly mention "code" in the sense of the 

claim. 

Nevertheless, it was well known in the art to have a "code" for the motivation of 
having a physical software program for actuating the authentication algorithm (the 
algorithm used in the code). 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the claimed invention to modify DRM for the motivation noted in the previous 
paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 9-11 (authentication code using serial number, etc.), such 
particular features are well known in the art for the purpose of security and for the 
purpose of keeping track of data. 

Regarding claim 13 (authentication code using date value, etc.), such particular 
features are well known in the art for the purpose of security and for the purpose of 
keeping track of data. Regarding claims 14, (use of server, etc.) such particular 
features are well known in the art for the purpose of security across computers. 

. Regarding claim 15, DRM teaches "A computerized method for authenticating a 
diagnostic code, the method comprising: 

receiving a diagnostic code for a component of a computer system (section 
"Defining E-Diagnostics and DRM", i.e., e-diagnostics, ... via network); and 
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generating an authentication ... associated with the diagnostic code (section 
"DRM enterprise server", subsection "authentication", i.e., the user privilege is 
associated with the authentication for authorization, thereby the e-diagnostic is 
associated with the authorization)." 

These passages of DRM do not explicitly mention "code" in the sense of the 

claim. 

Nevertheless, it was well known in the art to have a "code" for the motivation of 
having a physical software program for actuating the authentication algorithm (the 
algorithm used in the code). 

Hence, it would have been obvious to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the claimed invention to modify DRM for the motivation noted in the previous 
paragraphs so as to teach the claimed invention. 

Regarding claim 16 (authentication code using date value, etc.), such particular 
features are well known in the art for the purpose of security and for the purpose of 
keeping track of data. 

Regarding claim 17 (authentication code using serial number, etc.), such 
particular features are well known in the art for the purpose of security and for the 
purpose of keeping track of data. Regarding claims 18-22, such particular features are 
well known in the art for the purpose of security. 

* 

Conclusion 



t 

i 
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The art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The art disclosed general background. 

* 
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